U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 10/682,340 
Response to Office Action dated March 3, 2004 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-4 are pending in this application, of which claim 3 has been amended. No new 
claims have been added. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 3 for various informalities which have been corrected in 
the aforementioned amendments. 

Claims 1 and 3 stand rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as anticipated by U.S. Patent 
4,016,487 to Neumaier (hereinafter " Neumaier "). 

Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

Neumaier discloses at least two groups of scanning coils arranged with respect to the 
surface of metal parts to be tested at different angles. Means are further provided for oscillating 
at least one group of scanning coils in a direction generally perpendicular to the normal direction 
of travel of the scanning coil. Optionally, the exciter windings are rectangular, circular or oval. 

The Examiner urges that Fig. 6 shows a plurality of detecting coils. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. Fig. 6 shows only one detecting coil, and therefore 
discloses no more than Applicant's Admitted Prior Art shown in Fig. 2. Fig. 1 1 appears to show 
a plurality of scanning coils 84, 85, 86, but they are not positioned "on a center axis of said 
exciting coil so that the center axes of said detecting coils are in a plurality of different directions 
respectively crossing a center axis direction of said exciting coil", as recited in claim 1 of the 
instant application. 

Thus, the 35 USC § 102(b) rejection should be withdrawn. 
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Claims 2 and 4 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as unpatentable over Neumaier in 
view of U.S. Patent 4,258,319 to Shimada et al. (hereinafter " Shimada et aL "). 
Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

Shimada et ah discloses a surface defect detecting apparatus for use with rotating 
circularly shaped metallic material, but, like Neumaier described above, fails to disclose the 
arrangement of the detecting coils, as recited in claim 1, from which claims 2 and 4 depend. 

Thus, the 35 USC § 103(a) rejection should be withdrawn. 

In view of the aforementioned amendments and accompanying remarks, claims 1-4, as 
amended, are in condition for allowance, which action, at an early date, is requested. 

If, for any reason, it is felt that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact Applicant's undersigned attorney at the telephone number 
indicated below to arrange for an interview to expedite the disposition of this case. 
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In the event that this paper is not timely filed, Applicant respectfully petitions for an 

appropriate extension of time. Please charge any fees for such an extension of time and any other 

fees which may be due with respect to this paper, to Deposit Account No. 01-2340. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ARMSTRONG, KRATZ, QU1NTOS, 
HANSON & BROOKS, LLP 

William L. Brooks 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 34,129 
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